UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Ronald H. Sargis
Bankruptcy Judge
Sacramento, California

June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.

1.

19-21464-E-13 PEARL JOHNS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Thomas Moore 5-16-23 [25]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 16, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 36 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is-granted;-and-thecaseis-dismissed:

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Pearl Lois Johns (“Debtor”), is delinquent on Plan payments.
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DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $2,447.93 delinquent in plan payments, which represents more than one month of
the $2,268.22 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make
plan payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted;-and-thecasets

2. 19-20107-E-13 ANGELITA ADAMS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Gary Fraley 5-8-23 [94]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.
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The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
I. The debtor, Angelita Adams (“Debtor”), is in default with respect to the
plan.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 98. Debtor’s attorney states they have not
received information from Debtor to explain the default.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $5,609.29 delinquent in plan payments, which represents over one month of the
$3,760.30 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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3. 18-25114-E-13 DAVID HOWERTON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Peter Macaluso 5-8-23 [115]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, David Howerton (“Debtor”), is in default with respect to the
plan.

DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 119. Debtor states a new plan will be filed.
DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $5,929.46 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,040.86 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan

payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to file a new Plan is not evidence that resolves this
Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
4. 18-24423-E-13 PAUL ULBRICH MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Scott Shumaker 5-8-23 [75]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States
Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Paul Ulbrich (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 79. Debtor states they will be filing a
modified Plan prior to the hearing date.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 5 of 87


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-24423
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=616484&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-24423&rpt=SecDocket&docno=75

Delinquent

Debtor is $6,324.63 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$3.,889.91 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Debtor will need to pay
$10,214.54 to bring this plan current by the date of the hearing. Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to file a modified plan is not evidence that resolves the
Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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5. 20-21627-E-13 SUSAN OLIVER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mo Mokarram 5-22-23 [49]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States

Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Susan Oliver (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Reply on June 5, 2023. Dckt. 54. Debtor states they did not receive Trustee’s
notices that their mortgage changed, causing them to default, and have since filed an updated address
with the court. Debtor states the delinquency will be cured by the court hearing.
DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $4,448.17 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,903.39 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Debtor will need to pay
$7,351.56 to bring this plan current by the date of the hearing. Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves the Motion.
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Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
6. 18-24928-E-13 MARVIN/GINA DOMINGUEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-6 Mark Wolff 5-8-23 [97]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States
Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtors, Marvin Dominguez and Gina Dominguez (“Debtor”), are
delinquent in Plan payments.
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DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on May 25, 2023. Dckt. 101. Debtor states they expect to be
current in payments prior to the court hearing. Debtor has scheduled four payments to be made to
complete their Chapter 13 Plan. Exhibit A, Dckt. 102.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $4,260.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the
$4,260.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, an expectation that they will be current prior to the hearing is not
evidence that resolves this Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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7.  19-26529-E-13 PAUL WILSON AND JESSICA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 MAINVOILLE-WILSON 5-22-23 [144]
Matthew DeCaminada

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Paul Wilson and Jessica Lucia Mainvoille-Wilson
(“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 148. Debtor states they will be filing a
modified plan prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $5,320.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,370.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to file a modified plan is not evidence that resolves the
Motion.
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Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
8. 20-21032-E-13 MARJORIE ALCANTARA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Richard Jare 5-22-23 [102]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.
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The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
I. The debtor, Marjorie Alcantara (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan
payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an opposition on June 13, 2023. Dckt. 106. Debtor’s Motion states the
Opposition was filed late due to technological errors. Debtor indicates they will be able to cure $2,000
of the delinquency. Debtor may be modifying the Plan.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $3,510.85 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$900.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s statements do not indicate sufficient evidence to resolve this Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 13 of 87



9. 20-21237-E-13 VALERIE EICKHOF MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Steele Lanphier 5-22-23 [41]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Valerie Ann Eickhof (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan
payments.
DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $6,200.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,550.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
10. 21-23539-E-13 DEREK WOLF CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-2 Peter Macaluso CASE

2-22-23 [146]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on February 22, 2023. By
the court’s calculation, 42 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is xxxxx.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. the debtor, Derek L Wolf (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on March 21, 2023. Dckt. 158. Debtor states they will file and
serve an Amended Plan and requests a thirty day continuance.
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DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $13,345.14 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,258.07 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to file an amended plan is not evidence that resolves the
Motion.

At the hearing, counsel for the Debtor explained the confusion over what is owed and the
conflicting information provided by the Creditor with the claim secured by Debtor’s residence. Counsel
for Debtor also discussed the health issues the Debtor and Debtor’s dependant daughter were dealing
with. The court knows and takes into account these health issues.

The court is concerned that the Debtor believes that a bankruptcy case is prosecuted as the
Debtor determines proper, and not according to the Bankruptcy Code and the orders of the court. In part
this relates to Debtor dictating that the current monthly payment to the Creditor with the claim secured
by the residence is only $900 and not the $1,200 stated in the latest Notice of Mortgage Payment Change
(which doubled the monthly escrow amount).

Debtor’s counsel seemed to be unaware of this Notice of Mortgage Payment Change and the
increase in the escrow payment, and argued unrelated points several times.

The court expressly addressed with counsel for the Debtor that the Debtor, and counsel for
the Debtor, had to deal with the Bankruptcy Code as written, not as the Debtor wants it to be written.
Further, it is for the court to make rulings on the law, not for the Debtor to dictate to the court what the
law is and what the court will order.

The Trustee concurred in the request for a continuance.
May 10, 2023 Hearing

At the hearing, counsel for the Debtor reported that Creditor’s counsel was still investigating
how the grant money was applied. Counsel for Creditor did not appear at the hearing.

As the court noted on the record, this case has been in limbo for many, many months. At the
hearing, counsel for Debtor could not state for the court what he and the Debtor asserted was the actual
amount they computed to be owed on Creditor’s claim. It appears that Creditor is not able to compute
the amount due on the claim, apply all of the grant monies received, and provide the court and Debtor
with an accurate computation of the amount Creditor states is owed.

The court continues the hearing.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
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June 21, 2023 Hearing

On June 14, 2023, Creditor, U.S. Bank, N.A., Trustee, filed a Status Report which indicates
that all issues with the Debtor as to Creditor’s secured claim have been resolved. Status Report; Dckt.
178. Creditor reports that the following has been reported to Debtor’s counsel:

5. After Creditor's analysis was completed, Debtor's counsel was advised
that:

a. The pre-petition arrears have all been paid,
b. The Grant monies have been applied;

c. $8.893.66 of the Grant monies were returned to the State
Grant Agency due to an overpayment resulting from Creditor's
overstatement of the amount of reinstatement monies due;

d. The total monies due and owing on the loan are were no less
than $117,588.47, which was the same amount given to Creditor
by Debtor counsel (this is not to be construed as a current payoff
amount as an updated payoff would be required to be obtained by
the Debtor prior to payofY);

e. Debtor has recently made one (1) more post-petition payment
which was applied to the August 2023 payment; and

f. Debtor is current on his post-petition mortgage payments with

the next regular post-petition payment coming due on September

1,2023;

g. There is currently $382.51 in Debtor's suspense account; and

h. The current post-petition mortgage payment is $891.69.
Status Report, p. 2-3; Dckt. 178.

No updated information was provided by Debtor as of the court June 16, 2023 review of the
Docket.

At the hearing, XXXXXXX

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss 1S XXXXX.

11. 22-22443-E-13 RANDOLPH CARPADUS CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-2 Gabriel Liberman CASE
2-13-23 [26]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on February 13, 2023. By
the court’s calculation, 51 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the Bankruptcy Case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. the debtor, Randolph Michael Carpadus (“Debtor’), has no plan pending.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on March 22, 2023. Dckt. 30. Debtor states they will file an
Amended Plan prior to the hearing date.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
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DISCUSSION
Prior Plan Denied, No New Plan

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on December 15, 2022. A review of the docket shows that Debtor
has not yet filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor offers no explanation for the delay in
setting a plan for confirmation. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.

§ 1307(c)(1).

April 5, 2023 Hearing

Counsel for Debtor appeared and reported to the court that the Debtor was having to go
forward with a sale of the residential property to complete the Plan. Counsel would be shortly seeking
the authorization to employ a real estate broker.

The Trustee concurred with Debtor’s request for a continuance.
June 21, 2023 Hearing

A review of the Docket does not disclose any information regarding the Debtor pursuing an
sale of the property. On June 15, 2023, the Chapter 13 Trustee filed his Status Report. Dckt. 36. The
Trustee reports that he is unaware of any action being taken by Debtor to sell the property or to file and
prosecute a plan in this case.

As the Trustee notes, this Bankruptcy Case was filed on September 28, 2022. The Parties are
now nine months in the case with the Debtor not filing or prosecuting an amended plan.

It is unfortunate that Debtor could not diligently prosecute this case and move forward with a
Chapter 13 Plan. In light of the inability to prosecute the case, the Motion is granted and the case is
dismissed.

If Debtor can prosecute a Chapter 13 case, he and his counsel may seek to do so with the
filing of a new case, and diligently prosecuting such.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted and this
Bankruptcy Case is dismissed.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
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12. 19-26957-E-13 MARK HAYNES CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-4 Mark Shmorgon CASE
3-27-23 [139]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on March 28, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 43 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is xxxxXx.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. the debtor, Mark Haynes (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on April 20, 2023. Dckt. 145. Debtor states the delinquency will be
cured prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $7,636.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,909.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

May 10, 2023 Hearing

At the hearing, counsel for the Debtor stated that the Debtor, who is a real estate agent, has
four deals that are to close this month. Debtor at the hearing stating that he is ready to cure the default
this week.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
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In light of the payment sources and Debtor’s representation that he will have the defaults
promptly cured, the Trustee concurred with the request for a continuance.

June 21, 2023 Hearing

As of the court’s June 16, 2023 review of the Docket, nothing further has been filed by the
Debtor.

At the hearing, XXXXXXXXXX

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is XXXXXXX.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
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13. 18-27963-E-13 EUFEMIO/LIZA SEGUBAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Peter Macaluso 5-8-23 [134]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Eufemio Ordonia Seguban Jr. and Liza Frani Seguban
(“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 138. Debtor states the delinquency will be
cured prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $1,740.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$685.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves the Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
14. 22-21464-E-13 NICHOLAS BAKER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mikalah Liviakis 5-4-23 [21]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 4, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 48 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Nicholas Steven Baker (“Debtor”), is delinquent on plan
payments.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 25. Debtor states the delinquency will be
cured prior to the hearing date.
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DISCUSSION
Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves the Motion.
Delinquent

Debtor is $6,500.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$3,250.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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15. 19-25066-E-13 ANTHONY/RENEE TOKUNO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Seth Hanson 5-16-23 [72]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 16, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 36 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Anthony Tokuno and Renee Tokuno (“Debtor”), is
delinquent on plan payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on June 6, 2023. Dckt. 77. Debtor states the delinquency will be
cured prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves the Motion.
Delinquent

Debtor is $8,217.62 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$4,173.71 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16. 19-24867-E-13 JWYANZA BROUSSARD AND MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 ELECTA GREERBROUSSARD 5-15-23 [108]
Thomas Amberg

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 14, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 38 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Jwyanza Broussard and Electa Greerbroussard (“Debtor”), is
delinquent on plan payments.
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DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on June 6, 2023. Dckt. 112. Debtor states the delinquency will be
cured prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION
Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves the Motion.
Delinquent

Debtor is $3,995.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$775.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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17. 18-25370-E-13 JESSE ORTIZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-9 Peter Macaluso 5-8-23 [205]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Jesse Ortiz (“Debtor”), is delinquent on plan payments.

DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 209. Debtor states the delinquency will be
cured prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves the Motion.
Delinquent

Debtor is $16,779.22 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$8,319.22 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
18. 22-21978-E-13 LILLIAN DEANER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Cindy Hill 5-4-23 [103]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States
Trustee on May 4, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 48 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted;-and-thecase-is-dismissed:

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Lillian Deaner (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
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DEBTOR’S “OBJECTION”

Debtor filed an “Objection” on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 107. The court will treat Debtor’s
Objection as an Opposition. Debtor states the delinquency will be not be cured prior to the hearing date,
but requests four months to bring the Plan current until they either refinance or sell their residence.
Debtor states they can make these increased payments from funds they did not pay Trustee and from an
expected busy summer for their business. Declaration, Dckt. 108.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $4,846.28 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,430.83 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves the Motion.

At the hearing, XXXXXXXXXX
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19. 18-24079-E-13 VALAREE ST. MARY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-7 Matthew DeCaminada 5-8-23 [183]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted;-and-the-case-is-dismissed:

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Valaree St. Mary (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 187. Debtor has made a payment of
$210.00 on May 8, 2023 and has another payment scheduled June 7, 2023. Debtor states the
delinquency will be cured prior to the hearing date.
DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $420.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the

$$210.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this Motion.
However, the court notes Debtor is in month 60 of the Plan. At the hearing, XXXXXXXXXX
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20. 18-25581-E-13 DANIELLE DELGADO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-11 Mary Ellen Terranella 5-8-23 [168]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Danielle Delgado (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan
payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION
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Debtor filed an Opposition on May 22, 2023. Dckt. 172. Debtor indicates they have a
payment for $1,920.00 scheduled for June 9, 2023. Declaration, Dckt. 173. Debtor states the delinquency
will be cured prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION

Delinquent

Debtor is $1,440.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$480.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this Motion.
However, the court notes September will be month 60 of the Plan. At the hearing, XXXXXXXXXX
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21. 19-22991-E-13 TASHA ROBINSON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Diana Cavanaugh 5-15-23 [60]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States

Trustee on May 15, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 37 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Tasha Robinson (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 64. Debtor states they intend to convert
this case under Chapter 7 prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $1,659.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$332.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan

payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Upon the court’s review of the docket, a notice of conversion has not yet been filed. Based
on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
22. 20-22397-E-13 CRAIG WEBBER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Candace Brooks 5-22-23 [33]

Tentative Ruling: Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the
parties shall address the issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary
and appropriate to the court’s resolution of the matter.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States

Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Craig Webber (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE
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Debtor filed a Response on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 37. Debtor has tendered a $2,700.00
payment but is not able to cure the entire default in Plan payments. Debtor states they will be filing a
modified plan and Motion to Modify Plan prior to the hearing date.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $4,791.20 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$3,865.96 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to file a modified plan is not evidence that resolves the
Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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FINAL RULINGS

23. 18-23704-E-13 KEVIN/MICHELLE RINNE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mark Shmorgon 5-8-23 [23]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 5, 2023, Dckt. 30; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by Kevin Rinne and Michelle
Rinne (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 30, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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24.

19-26304-E-13 LUCIAN FREIRE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Mary Ellen Terranella 5-22-23 [78]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 14, 2023, Dckt. 86; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Lucian Anthony Freire
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 86, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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25. 23-21007-E-13 MANJIT SINGH ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Peter Macaluso TO PAY FEES
6-5-23 [39]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor, Debtor’s
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on June 6, 2023. The court
computes that 15 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees
in this case: $157.00 due on May 30, 2023.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to
Show Cause has been cured.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Order to Show Cause having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Order to Show Cause is discharged, no
sanctions ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.
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26. 20-21508-E-13 LORI FISHER CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-5 Pro Se CASE
2-23-23 [65]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 Hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor (pro se) and Office of the United States Trustee on February 23, 2023. By the court’s
calculation, 41 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The hearing Motion to Dismiss is continued to 2:00pm on July 11, 2023, to be
heard in conjunction with the Debtor’s Amended Motion to Modify Chapter 13 Plan.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. the debtor, Lori Denise Mickens (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan
payments.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on March 22, 2023. Dckt. 69. Debtor states they have requested a
withdrawal from their Profit Sharing Plan to bring the Plan current. Debtor does not know, however, if
the delinquency will be cured prior to the hearing date. Debtor requests a short continuance.

TRUSTEE’S REPLY

Trustee filed a reply on March 27, 2023. Dckt. 70. Trustee is not opposed to a continuance,
however, notes that the Debtor has not listed a Profit Sharing Plan on Schedule A/B, nor have they
explained why they became delinquent and why they will refrain from being delinquent in the future.

At the hearing, Debtor appeared, advised the court over confusion that existed with respect to
the Profit Sharing Plan, and that the Schedules will promptly be amended.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 40 of 87



http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=20-21508
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=641006&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-5
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=20-21508&rpt=SecDocket&docno=65

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $6,322.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$850.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence that resolves the Motion.

Debtor reported that she has the funds and is ready to may payment to the Trustee. Debtor
also explained the events that caused the default and why such was not likely to occur in the future.

The Trustee concurred in the request for a continuance to allow Debtor to continue in the
cure and prosecution of the Chapter 13 Plan in this Bankruptcy Case.

Trustee’s Status Report

Trustee filed a status report on May 2, 2023. Dckt. 76. Trustee states Debtor is still
delinquent $8,872.00.

Debtor filed a Response on May 5, 2023. Dckt. 78. Debtor explains that while she was able
to get the withdrawal from the Pension and Profit Sharing Plan, the money was used to pay past due rent
and as a partial payment for repairs on her 2012 Chevy Equinox. Debtor has also learned from an
attorney that her Plan may be modified.

Debtor further states that she is now working two full-time jobs and has the funds to make
the increased plan payments.

At the continued hearing, counsel for the Trustee reported that Debtor is currently delinquent
more than $8,000.

Debtor appeared and reported that she now believes the Plan can be modified (after having
consulted with a bankruptcy attorney) and is prepared to continue in the prosecution of this case.

The court grants this one final continuance to allow the Debtor the opportunity to pick up this
case and prosecute it, having now spent almost three years in these proceedings.

June 21, 2023

Preceding the May 10, 2023 hearing, Debtor filed an Amended Motion to Modify Plan. Dckt.
86. The hearing for the Debtor’s Amended Motion to Modify is set for July 11, 2023. There are
numerous procedural defects, however, with the Amended Motion to Modify:

1. Debtor has failed to file a new Plan.
2. Debtor has reused the current Motion to Dismiss’s Docket Control
Number.
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3. No Proof of Service has been filed.

4. The Notice of Hearing does not advise respondents of how to present
oppositions.

The court continues the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss to 2:00 p.m. on July 11, 2023, to
be heard in conjunction with the Debtor’s Motion to Modify Chapter 13 Plan. Failure of Debtor to cure
the procedural defects and comply with the Local Bankruptcy Rules and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure may result in not only denial a modified plan but also granting Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss is
continued to 2:00pm on July 11, 2023, to be heard in conjunction with the
Debtor’s Amended Motion to Modify Chapter 13 Plan
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27. 22-22710-E-7 GERALDINE GILMORE AMENDED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Richard Kwun 4-28-23 [21]

CASE CONVERTED: 5/14/23

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on April 28, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 54 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice as moot.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks to dismiss Geraldine Lourine
Gilmore ’s (“Debtor’’) Chapter 13 case. Debtor filed a Notice of Conversion on May 15, 2023, however,
converting the case to a proceeding under Chapter 7. Dckt. 31. Debtor may convert a Chapter 13 case to
a Chapter 7 case at any time. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(a). The right is nearly absolute, and the conversion is
automatic and immediate. FED. R. BANKR. P. 1017(f)(3); In re Bullock, 41 B.R. 637, 638 (Bankr. E.D.
Penn. 1984); In re McFadden, 37 B.R. 520, 521 (Bankr. M.D. Penn. 1984). Debtor’s case was
converted to a proceeding under Chapter 7 by operation of law once the Notice of Conversion was filed
on May 15, 2023. McFadden, 37 B.R. at 521.
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28.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is denied without
prejudice as moot.

19-26212-E-13 JAVIER/COURTNEY MARTINEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mikalah Liviakis 5-22-23 [25]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:
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I. The debtor, Javier Martinez and Courtney Martinez (“Debtor”), is in
default with respect to the plan.

DISCUSSION

Delinquent

Debtor is $1,680.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$560.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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29. 22-23215-E-13 TOM/TONYA BRADLEY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Patricia Wilson 5-22-23 [29]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Tom Craig Bradley and Tonya Gail Bradley (“Debtor”), has
failed to prosecute this case.

DISCUSSION
Prior Plan Denied, No New Plan

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on March 1, 2023. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not
yet filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor offers no explanation for the delay in setting a

plan for confirmation. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
30. 18-27716-E-13 APRIL BRYANT MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Gabriel Liberman 5-16-23 [79]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 16, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 36 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:
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I. The debtor, April Bryant (“Debtor”), is in default with respect to the
plan.

DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $624.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$208.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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31. 19-25017-E-13 CHRISTOPHER/NICOLE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 FRAZIER 5-15-23 [29]
Mikalah Liviakis

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States

Trustee on May 15, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 37 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtors, Christopher Frazier and Nicole Frazier (“Debtor”), are
delinquent in Plan payments.

Delinquent

Debtor is $4,770.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$895.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
32. 19-25618-E-13 COLLEEN KUJALA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mo Mokarram 5-22-23 [24]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor, Colleen Kujala (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.
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Delinquent

Debtor is $480.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$240.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
33. 18-26420-E-13 ESTHER WELCH AMENDED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mo Mokarram 4-28-23 [23]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Amended Ex Parte
Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on June 6, 2023, Dckt. 28; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the reply filed by Esther Wei Welch
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 28, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the

Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

34. 20-21921-E-13 DAVID/JENNIE JACKSON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Jeffrey Ogilvie 5-22-23 [20]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal,
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(1)(A)(i) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041, the Motion to Dismiss the Bankruptcy Case was dismissed without prejudice, and
the matter is removed from the calendar.
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35. 23-20523-E-13 LUIS GUTIERREZ ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Gary Fraley TO PAY FEES
4-28-23 [24]
DEBTOR DISMISSED: 5/24/23

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 Hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor, and Chapter 13
Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on April 28, 2023. The court computes that 54 days’
notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees
in this case: $78.00 due on April 24, 2023.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained overruled without prejudice.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to
Show Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor:
$156.00.

On May 24, 2023, the court entered an order dismissing this case. The dismissal of the case
has rendered the Order to Show Cause moot.

The Order to Show Cause is overruled, without prejudice.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Order to Show Cause having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Order to Show Cause is overruled without
prejudice, having been rendered moot by the prior dismissal of this case (Order;
Dckt. 38).
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36. 19-25824-E-13 JOSE GONZALEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Jeffrey Ogilvie 5-22-23 [19]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal,
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(1)(A)(i) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041, the Motion to Dismiss the Bankruptcy Case was dismissed without prejudice, and
the matter is removed from the calendar.

37. 22-23225-E-13 FRANKIE HAYDUK MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Patricia Wilson 5-22-23 [45]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States

Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The hearing on the Motion to Dismiss is continued to 9:00 a.m. on July 19, 2023.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:
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1. The debtor, Frankie Hayduk (“Debtor”), has failed to prosecute this case.
DISCUSSION

No Pending Plan

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on February 28, 2023. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has
not yet filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor offers no explanation for the delay in
setting a plan for confirmation. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.

§ 1307(c)(1).

The court notes that Debtor filed a Motion to Approve Settlement Agreement on May 23,
2023. Debtor filed a skeletal Chapter 13 Petition in December 2022 listing an unknown amount for
“Potential Compensation for Damages from 2020 Mill Fire in Weed, California” in Schedule A. Dckt.
10. Debtor was offered a gross settlement of $35,000.00 and amended the A/B Schedule. Dckt. 60. At
the June 6, 2023 hearing, Debtor’s Motion was denied without prejudice and Debtor stated a new motion
would be prepared addressing any issues. Although Debtor appears to be prosecuting issues regarding
the settlement, Debtor has failed to put forth any plan since their plan’s denial of confirmation.

On June 13, 2023, the court entered its order denying without prejudice the Motion to
Approve Compromise. Order; Dckt. 66.

However, counsel for Debtor appeared at the hearing, advising the court that a new motion to
approve compromise will be filed.

Based on the apparent prosecution of a settlement, the court continues the hearing on the
Motion to Dismiss.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss is
continued to 9:00 a.m. on July 19, 2023.
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38. 19-26830-E-13 ROBERT/ADRIANE MCGEE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Seth Hanson 5-22-23 [31]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 38; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the Response filed by Robert James McGee and
Adriane Lynn McGee (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 38, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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39. 19-24835-E-13 YAMINAH HEAD MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Gabriel Liberman 5-15-23 [93]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 15, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 37 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Yaminah Aisha Head (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan
payments.
DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $15,704.83 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$5,215.69 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
40. 23-20144-E-13 AUSTIN PICKERING MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Seth Hanson 5-22-23 |21]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:
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1. The debtor, Austin Lee Pickering (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan

payments.
2. There is no current Plan pending.
DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $14,200.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$7,100.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Prior Plan Denied, No New Plan

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on March 28, 2023. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has
not yet filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to
creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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41. 19-24948-E-13 BIJAY/LETICIA SINGH MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Julius Cherry 5-16-23 [38]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Amended Ex Parte
Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on June 5, 2023, Dckt. 44; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Bijay Singh
and Leticia Lisa Singh (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 44, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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42. 19-26150-E-13 JOE/BRENDA MICHELIN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mikalah Liviakis 5-22-23 [22]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 29; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by Joe John Michelin and
Brenda Louise Michelin (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 29, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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43. 18-25851-E-13 ROBERT HUNTER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-7 Peter Macaluso 5-8-23 [163]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 Hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 8, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 44 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed, material, factual
issues remain to be resolved, then a later evidentiary hearing will be set. LOCAL BANKR. R. 9014-1(g).

The hearing on the Motion to Dismiss is continued to 11:00 a.m. on August 24,
2023 (specially set day and time) to be heard in conjunction with the motions for entry
of default judgment in the two related adversary proceedings.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Robert Paul Hunter (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan
payments.
DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on June 7, 2023. Dckt. 167. Debtor states there are two adversary
proceedings, Case No.’s 22-02087 and 22-02088, and they have motions for entry of default judgment
for both. the adversaries. Debtor expects the default judgment will allow them to avoid two deeds of
trust and obtain a reverse mortgage to pay off the Plan. Declaration, Dckt. 168.

Debtor requests that the Trustee’s motion be denied or, in the alternative, continued for sixty
(60) days to allow for resolution of the adversary proceedings.
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DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $4,172.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,900.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case.

However, Debtor asserts that if they avoid the two deeds of trust subject to the adversary
proceeding, they can obtain a reverse mortgage to complete the Plan. Debtor asserts the hearings on
their Motions for Entry of Default Judgment are set for August 24, 2023. Upon review of the
adversaries’ dockets, no motions for entry of default judgment have been filed or set for hearing.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss is
continued to 11:00 a.m. on August 24, 2023 (specially set day and time) to be
heard in conjunction with the motions for entry of default judgment in the two
related adversary proceedings.

If Debtor fails to properly set for hearing and document the Motions for
Entry of Default Judgment so they can be heard and the ruling entered on or
before August 24, 2023, the court will strongly consider the dismissal of this case
at the August 24, 2023 continued hearing.

44. 19-24051-E-13 ERIC/ROSALIA FUEGA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Jeffrey Ogilvie 5-15-23 [108]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal,
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(1)(A)(i) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041, the Motion to Dismiss the Bankruptcy Case was dismissed without prejudice, and
the matter is removed from the calendar.
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45. 19-23455-E-13 KARINA HUCKABAY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Nicholas Wajda 5-15-23 [50]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal,
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(1)(A)(i) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041, the Motion to Dismiss the Bankruptcy Case was dismissed without prejudice, and
the matter is removed from the calendar.
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46. 19-24355-E-13 GLENN LEWIS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Chad Johnson 5-15-23 [121]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 127; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by Glenn Burton Lewis
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 127, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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47. 20-20656-E-13 MICHAEL KENNEDY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Julius Cherry 5-22-23 [57]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Amended Ex Parte
Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on June 6, 2023, Dckt. 63; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Michael
Edward Nelson Kennedy (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 63, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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48. 18-23559-E-13 KIMBERLY WILHOIT-KENNEDY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Julius Cherry 5-15-23 |25]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Amended Ex Parte
Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on June 6, 2023, Dckt. 31; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Kimberly
Denice Wilhoit-Kennedy (“Debtor’); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 31, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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49.

19-25059-E-13 JOHN/KARYN MCKINLEY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Thomas Amberg 5-15-23 [80]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 87; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by John Michael McKinley
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 87, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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50.

18-26764-E-13 JOSEPHINE DAVIS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mikalah Liviakis 5-16-23 [19]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 26; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by Josephine Davis
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 26, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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51. 20-20164-E-13 CAROL ANGLIN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Michael Hays 5-22-23 [36]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 22, 2023. By the
court’s calculation, 30 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

Upon review of the Motion and supporting pleadings, and the files in this case, the court has
determined that oral argument will not be of assistance in ruling on the Motion. The defaults of the non-
responding parties in interest are entered.

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Carol Ann Anglin (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan
payments.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on June 6, 2023. Dckt. 40. Debtor states that they will be filing a
modified plan prior to the hearing date.

FILING OF MODIFIED PLAN

Debtor filed a Modified Plan and Motion to Confirm on June 14, 2023. Dckts. 44, 47. The
court has reviewed the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan and the Declaration in support filed by
Debtor. Dckt. 46. The Motion appears to comply with Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9013
(stating grounds with particularity), and the Declaration appears to provide testimony as to facts to
support confirmation based upon Debtor’s personal knowledge. FED. R. EVID. 601, 602.

Debtor appearing to be actively prosecuting this case, the Motion to Dismiss is denied
without prejudice.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by the Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is denied without

prejudice.
52. 23-21366-E-13 PATRICIA SHERRON ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pro Se TO PAY FEES

6-1-23 [22]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor (pro se), and
Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on June 3, 2023. The court computes that 18
days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees
in this case: $79.00 due on May 30, 2023.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to
Show Cause has been cured.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Order to Show Cause having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,
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IT IS ORDERED that the Order to Show Cause is discharged, no
sanctions ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.

53. 18-20567-E-13 JOYCE BILYEU CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-2 Lucas Garcia CASE
7-27-22 [57]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), filed this Motion on July 27, 2022
requesting that the court seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor, Joyce Ann Bilyeu (“Debtor”), is delinquent in Plan payments.

Debtor was determined to be $2,799.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
multiple months of the $700.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due.
Failure to make plan payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. §
1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, the court dismissed the case. Order, Dckt. 62.

VACATING DISMISSAL AND RESETTING
HEARING ON MOTION TO DISMISS

On November 9, 2022, this court entered an order vacating the dismissal. Dckt. 83. The
court’s detailed findings in vacating the dismissal order and the recitation of the Debtor’s “mistakes” is
set forth in the Civil Minutes from the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss. Dckt. 82.

DECEMBER 13,2022 RESET HEARING
ON MOTION TO DISMISS

On December 6, 2022, the Trustee provided the court with a Supplemental Pleading (titled
Status Report), Dckt. 86, asserting the following:

A. Debtor’s Plan payments are currently delinquent $4,899.00, and no Plan payment
has been made since September 1, 2022.

B. The delinquency includes the $3,500.00 that Debtor’s counsel was ordered to
disburse from his Trust Account to the Chapter 13 Trustee.
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C. The Debtor is now in month 58 of a 60 month Plan. While 57 payments totaling
$41,241.00 are required under the Plan, Debtor has made payments totaling only
$36,342.00.

D. Debtor has taken no action to prosecute this case since the court vacated the
dismissal.

Based on the Debtor’s further defaults, the Trustee renews the request that this case be
dismissed.

As was clear in the court addressing the Motion to Vacate, the monetary defaults were caused
by the Debtor incorrectly terminating the Plan payments. From the Trustee’s report, Debtor (though
presumably having the excess funds by not having made the Plan payments) is not prosecuting this case.

Though Debtor has offered no opposition, the Trustee requested a continuance. The Trustee
reports that the Debtor and Debtor’s counsel have not yet complied with this court’s prior order to
disburse the $3,500.00 that Debtor’s counsel held in his trust account for the plan payments be
immediately disbursed to the Trustee so that the monies could be disbursed through the Plan to creditors.

The court continues this hearing to afford the Trustee to consider whether further motions
will be required in the administration of this case.

January 17, 2023 Status Report

Trustee filed a Status Report on January 17, 2023. Dckt. 92. Trustee states Debtor is still
delinquent $1,399.00. Trustee requests the Motion is granted.

January 24, 2023 Hearing

At the hearing, counsel for the Trustee reported that Debtor is still delinquent several
payments, however, Debtor’s counsel has sent over the money he was holding and Debtor has made one
partial monthly payment. The Trustee also noted that this is the 59™ month of the Plan and requested
that the hearing be continued to March 21, 2023.

Counsel for the Debtor concurred with the request for a continuance.

March 10, 2023 Status Report

Trustee filed a Status Report on March 10, 2023. Dckt. 99. Trustee states Debtor remains
$1,399.00 delinquent in Plan payments. Therefore, Trustee still requests the case be dismissed.

March 21, 2023 Hearing
At the hearing, counsel for the Trustee requested that the hearing be continued. Counsel for

Debtor did not appear, and counsel for the Trustee posited that there may have been a calendaring error
or an unexpected event that precluded Debtor’s counsel from being at the hearing.
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The court continues the hearing as requested by Trustee’s counsel.
May 10, 2023 Hearing
At the hearing, no appearance was made by the Debtor.

Counsel for the Trustee reported that the Debtor has made payments which should fund the
Plan. However, the Debtor has not provided the Trustee with copies of the 2020, and 2021 tax returns,
so the Trustee cannot confirm that there are not refunds for those tax years which should have been paid
into the Plan.

The Trustee requested that the court continue the hearing on the condition that the court order
the Debtor to provide copies of the 2020 and 2021 tax returns to the Trustee on or before on or before
June 5, 2023. If upon receiving the returns the Trustee determines that no other monies to fund the plan
are due, the Trustee may make an ex parte request to dismiss this Motion and lodge with the court the
proposed order thereon.

Trustee’s Supplemental Ex Parte Withdrawal

Trustee having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on June 9, 2023,
Dckt. 107; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13
Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent
with the opposition of Debtor; the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 107, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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54. 19-25567-E-13 RANDELL/MARIA COMSTOCK  MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 W. Steven Shumway 5-15-23 [118]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 14, 2023, Dckt. 126; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by Randell Dee Comstock and
Maria Elvira Comstock (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 126, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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55. 18-25668-E-13 CHARLIE/CHRISTINA BOGGS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Mark Shmorgon 5-16-23 [52]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 59; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by Charlie Boggs and
Christina Boggs (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 59, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

Wednesday, June 21, 2023 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 76 of 87



http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-25668
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=618772&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-4
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-25668&rpt=SecDocket&docno=52

56. 22-20368-E-13 JAMES SLAN AND SUSAN AMENDED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 YANG-SLAN 4-28-23 [46]
Julius Cherry

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2021 Dckt. 51; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by James Melvin Slan and
Susan Sy Yang-Slan (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 51, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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57. 18-24070-E-13 LAWANNA PARKER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Mikalah Liviakis 5-8-23 [59]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 66; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by Lawanna Gean Parker
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 66, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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58. 23-21271-E-13 NEHEMIAH JOHNSON ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pro Se TO PAY FEES
5-4-23 [13]
DEBTOR DISMISSED: 5/8/23

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor (pro se), and
Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on May 6, 2023. The court computes that 46
days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees
in this case: $313.00 due on April 20, 2023.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot.

The court having dismissed this bankruptcy case by prior order filed on May 8, 2023 (Dckt.
15), the Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot, with no sanctions ordered.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Order to Show Cause having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot,
and no sanctions are ordered.
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59. 18-25374-E-13 JAMES WALKER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Peter Macaluso 5-8-23 [135]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 150; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by James Walker
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 150, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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60.

19-23974-E-7 MACKARE JONES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Thomas Amberg 5-16-23 [54]

CASE CONVERTED: 6/1/23

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed a “Withdrawal of Motion”,
which the court construes to be an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on June 6, 2023,
Dckt. 67; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13
Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the
Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the
calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 67, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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61. 23-20775-E-13 RENEE LANE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Bonnie Baker TO PAY FEES
5-18-23 [64]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor, and Chapter 13
Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on May 18, 2023. The court computes that 34 days’ notice
has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees
in this case: $78.00 due May 15, 2023.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to
Show Cause has been cured.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Order to Show Cause having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Order to Show Cause is discharged, no
sanctions ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.
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62. 19-22484-E-13 JONATHAN/SHERRY ANN TAEU MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mikalah Liviakis 5-16-23 [31]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion—No Opposition Filed.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States

Trustee on May 16, 2023. By the court’s calculation, 36 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is
required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
respondent and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record, there are no disputed
material factual issues, and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its
ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtors, Jonathan Taeu and Sherry Ann Taeu (“Debtor”), are
delinquent in Plan payments.
DISCUSSION
Delinquent

Debtor is $3,450.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,250.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.
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The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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63. 19-25889-E-13 KEVIN/KRISTY MACY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Peter Macaluso 5-22-23 [128]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 135; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Kevin Macy and Kristy
Macy (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 135, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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64. 19-25192-E-13 ERIKA WILLIAMS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Thomas Amberg 5-16-23 [60]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal,
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(1)(A)(i) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041, the Motion to Dismiss the Bankruptcy Case was dismissed without prejudice, and
the matter is removed from the calendar.

65. 18-25999-E-13 RODNEY CROWE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Candace Brooks 5-8-23 [31]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 21, 2023 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on June 12, 2023, Dckt. 40; no prejudice to the responding party appearing
by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the response filed by Rodney K. Crowe
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the
hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 40, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,
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IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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